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Everyone But Srila Prabhupada 


Welcome to Issue 72 of Back To Prabhupdda (BTP). 

The latest GBC Resolutions (for 2021, but only is- 
sued at the end of January 2022) revealed a massive 
increase in the GBC’s guru franchise: 

a) They have now given full reign to all “grand- 
disciples” to be diksa@ gurus by sweeping away condi- 
tions that previously existed — please see p. 6-7. 

b) Even those who do not have gurus can also be 
diksa@ gurus — please see p. 6-7. 

c) We had reported previously in BTP 64 on the 
GBC allowing female diksa gurus in principle in the 
2019 Resolutions. Later, these were not enacted as 
the GBC first wanted to discuss them with ISKCON 
India. But now the GBC has passed a law affirming 
them - please see page 5 and back page. 

It basically means every single person in ISKCON 
(other than new bhaktas) can now become a diksa@ 
guru. Indeed, GBC member Praghosa Dasa (“PD”), 
speaking specifically about this diksa@ guru expan- 
sion, stated: 

“whatever it is, 7.5, 8 billion human beings on the 
planet, we want every one of them to be a devotee and 
then every one of them to be a guru. So, we should nev- 
er be thinking that this should be limited, this should be 
increased as much as possible.” 

(PD Talk, 16/2/22) 

Thus, they would like everyone on the planet to 
be a diksa guru, and this opportunity should not be 
“limited” but instead “increased as much as possi- 
ble”. However, one person who is still not allowed 
to become a diksd guru in ISKCON is the very Acarya 
of ISKCON, Srila Prabhupada. So, the GBC is stating 
that literally anyone can become a diksd@ guru oth- 
er than Srila Prabhupada. From the same talk men- 
tioned above, quoted in the shaded boxes below, 2 
reasons PD gives to justify this mass diksd guru ex- 
pansion are (all emphases added): 

1) “the fewer you hav > of anything the more kind of 
precious they become [...] and it kind of creates a 
whole, you know, | would say kind of, excessive fo- 
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ic that we have in ISKCON, as it relates to the diksa 


gurus” ea = 


Thus, PD proposes that diminishing the ‘precious- 
ness’ of the GBC voted-in gurus by creating more 
of them will reduce focus on them. However, Srila 
Prabhupada taught that the bona fide diksda guru is 
supposed to be “precious” for the disciple, for he is “as 
good as God”: “the guru is as good as God” (The Sci- 
ence of Self-Realization, 2a: ‘What Is a Guru?’). 

And PD himself admitted earlier that focus on 
and adoration of the diksa guru is the natural atti- 
tude of the disciple (PD Interview, 18/11/20). So, all 
this “solution” will accomplish is a drastic increase of 
the problem, with competitors to Srila Prabhupada 
simply multiplying manifold. 

2) PD also refers to Srila Prabhupada stating - 

“Generally a spiritual master who constantly 
instructs a disciple in spiritual science becomes 
his initiating spiritual master later on.” 

(Cc., Adi-lila, 1.35, purport) 
—and comments that this means: 


bes F 4 
“Ww er is ane siks@ guru would also 
me your diksa guru.” a =a 


However, the GBC accepts that Srila Prabhupada 
will always be everyone's “pre-eminent siksa guru” 
in ISKCON (GBC Resolution 614, 2002). And PD previ- 
ously went even further, stating that the term “pre- 
eminent siksa@ guru” is “not strong enough actually”, 
and that “Srila Prabhupdda is [...] the full moon, and 
all other siksa gurus and diksa gurus, they are one of 
these little stars that are around that moon’ (PD Inter- 
view, 18/11/20). 

Hence, since the GBC and PD have made it abun- 
dantly clear that one’s prominent siks@ guru in 
ISKCON will always be Srila Prabhupada, PD is actu- 
ally offering justification for Srila Prabhupada being 
everyone's diksa guru in ISKCON, rather than the in- 
tended justification for the mass diks@ guru expan- 
sion the GBC has proposed! 

Thus, the program to eclipse Srila Prabhupada 
continues unabated and without justification. 

Thank you and Hare Krsna. 

In Srila Prabhupada’s service, 

Krishnakant 


IRM Mission Statement 


S ince the physical departure of His Divine Grace A. C. Bhaktivedanta Swami Srila Prabhupada from our ma- 
terial vision on November 14, 1977, the International Society for Krsna Consciousness (ISKCON), the great 
movement that he single-handedly founded in 1966, and which is the only hope for humanity, has undergone 
a massive deterioration in its spiritual purity. This has been due to various deviations from the instructions 
and standards given by Srila Prabhupada, the chief of which being his displacement as the sole diksa guru for 
ISKCON. The ISKCON Revival Movement (IRM) seeks to restore ISKCON to its former glory, purity and philosoph- 
ical chastity through the re-institution of all the instructions and standards that Srila Prabhupada gave, begin- 
ning with his role as the sole authority and diksd guru for ISKCON. The IRM's position is set out in The Final Or- 


der—see back page to order your free copy. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be lareleyeyy 
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Gsc voted-in guru HH Jayadvaita Swami 
(“JAS”) accepts that one who has physical- 
ly departed can become one’s diksa guru. All 
quotes in shaded boxes are from a class JAS 
gave dated 22/11/21. All emphases added. 


Permission is enough 


An aspiring disciple of HH Gaura Govin- 

da Swami (“GGS”), a physically departed GBC 
guru, asked the following question to JAS 
about whether or not she could accept GGS 
as her diksa guru despite his having physical- 
ly departed: 
“when you approach a bona fide guru fo for 
siksa/diksa, and they say ‘yes, the next time | 
can give you diksa’ but they leave os 
what is the situation for that person’ 

To which JAS replied: 

“It's a question of what constitutes diksa. i J 
| would, lean toward a ee his word was 
good enough, you know, it’s alread accept- 
ed, [...] just Ss 

ae ; 
enough” oF . 7 

Thus, JAS makes the point that the diksa 
guru’s physical absence is not relevant. Rath- 
er, only two things are relevant: 

a) What constitutes diksa; 

b) Whether or not the spiritual master has 
given permission for initiation to take place. 
And if he has, then it is valid for one to consid- 
er that person as one’s diksa guru, even if he is 
not physically present, because he has already 
“accepted” you. 


External confirmation not needed 


JAS states that just “acceptance” by the 
spiritual master is enough to consider oneself 
a diksa disciple of a physically departed guru 
because all other things are not necessary: 

“the rest is formality [...] Rupa Goswami, 

Sanatana Goswami, they just changed their 
names, but He didn’t say ‘I hereby initiate you’ 
[...] Prabhupada met his spiritual master, he 
said, ‘from the first meeting | accepted him as 
my guru’, and then later there was an official 
ceremony [...] But it may not always be that 
way. Due to circumstances [...] the externals 
may not always be in place” 

Rather, JAS states that the transmission 

of transcendental knowledge - that’s actual- 
ly diksa: 
“Krsna didn’t officially initiate Arjuna but He 
gave him knowledge [...] divyarh jnanarh yato 
dadyat [...] That's diksa. [...] Jiva Goswami says 
‘transmission of transcendental knowledge”. 
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Taking Diksa from the Physically Departed Guru 


JAS validates the rtvik system 


Thus, JAS states that: 

1) Diksa from a physically departed guru is 
possible as long as the guru has given permis- 
sion for the diksa; 

2) Because diksd is just the transmission of 
transcendental knowledge; 

3) Everything else is not necessary. 

Although JAS was asked about GGS, JAS 
gives his answers above as principles, and thus 
they can apply to any guru, and indeed they 
apply to Srila Prabhupada. In regards to point 
1), Srtla Prabhupada gave his permission for a 
member of ISKCON to become his initiated dis- 
ciple, as long as they get a recommendation 
from their temple president: 

“Temple Presidents may henceforward 
send recommendation for first and second 
initiation to whichever of these eleven rep- 
resentatives are nearest their temple. After 
considering the recommendation, these 
representatives may accept the devotee as 
an initiated disciple of Srila Prabhupada by 
giving a spiritual name, or in the case of sec- 
ond initiation, by chanting on the Gayatri 
thread, just as Srila Prabhupada has done.” 
(July 9th, 1977 directive, countersigned by Srila 
Prabhupada) 

There is no dispute that after July 9th, 
1977, everyone in ISKCON already had permis- 
sion to be initiated by Srila Prabhupada with- 
out any involvement from him, as long as they 
followed the above process. However, there 
is no mention of any other condition need- 
ing to be satisfied for this permission, such as 
Srila Prabhupada needing to be physically pre- 
sent on the planet. Rather, the temple presi- 
dent recommends, and the rtvik representa- 
tive gives a spiritual name. That's it. 


Srila Prabhupada gives diksa 


As for point 2), it is Srila Prabhupada who 
is responsible for this transmission of transcen- 
dental knowledge which constitutes diksa, and 
even the GBC does not dispute this: 

“Such uplifting knowledge is called di- 
vya jhana, and its transmission is called 
$iksa. This divya jnana is the principle ac- 
tive ingredient of diksa.” 

(GBC Resolution 404, 1999) 

“Srila Prabhupada [.. 
sd-guru” 

(GBC Resolution 305, 2012) 

Thus, the GBC states that divya-jnana is the 

“orinciple active ingredient of diksa” and trans- 


.] The primary sik- 








mitted by siksa, and that it is Srila Prabhupada 
who primarily transmits this divya-jAana due to 


being the primary siksa guru. 

Thus, JAS’s explanation of how one can ac- 
cept oneself to be a diksa disciple of GGS even 
after GGS has physically departed — points 1, 2 
and 3 from the previous section -applies just 
as equally to Srila Prabhupada. 

JAS does caution: 


ie careful — el| 
Prab. pada becaus j 






But, as we just showed above, the July 9th, 
1977, rtvik system sanctioned by Srila Prabhu- 
pada does not involve doing this, and hence 
JAS’s point here is not relevant if one is follow- 
ing Srila Prabhupada’s rtvik system correctly. 
Nor does The Final Order, which JAS himself 
has called “the rtvik Bible”, promote such an 
“imagination” method. Thus, JAS has not pre- 
sented any valid objection to accepting Srila 
Prabhupada as one’s diksa guru. 


Conclusion 


1) JAS has to accept that Srila Prabhupada 
can become one’s diksd guru as long as Srila 
Prabhupada gave permission for this—which 
he did in the July 9th, 1977, directive. A per- 
mission which is not tied to him requiring to 
be physically present, since he delegated that 
permission entirely to temple presidents and 
rtvik representatives. 

2) It is a permission that is still valid to- 
day, because Srila Prabhupada never gave a 
succession order for others to replace him as 
ISKCON’s diks@ guru - rather, all ISKCON gurus 
today were either appointed as rtviks by Srila 
Prabhupada or voted in by the GBC. 

Thus, yet again, another ISKCON leader 
has ‘unwittingly’ promoted Srila Prabhupada 
as being ISKCON’s diksa guru. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be happy! 
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. “Psycho” Attack on Srila Prabhupada Continues 


In last issue’s back page article, “Attacking 
Srila Prabhupada’s Transcendence”, we re- 
ported the shocking attack on Srila Prabhu- 
pada by GBC voted-in guru HH Bhakti Vika- 
sa Swami (“BVKS”), wherein he compared 
Srila Prabhupada to a dead horror-film char- 
acter from an Alfred Hitchcock movie titled 
“Psycho”. This has now resulted in ISKCON In- 
dia leader Basu Ghosh Dasa alerting BVKS 
to our exposé. In a lecture given on 20/1/22, 
hs stated that: “ oe Cee 
nto of a from the 

ee agazine’”, referring to the article 
in question, after which BVKS attempted to re- 
spond to our article. 

From this we can understand two things: 

1) That ISKCON leaders are reading B7P. 

2) That even they felt that our exposé of 
BVKS's attack on Srila Prabhupada was serious 
enough that BVKS needed to address it. 

The quotes in the shaded boxes are from 
the same BVKS lecture mentioned above. All 
emphases added. 


No arguments 


“'d given a talk i a tal 


venterenk 


BVKS refers back to the lecture in which 
he used the dead horror character compari- 
son to Srila Prabhupada, which we exposed in 
the last BTP issue, and claims that it was ap- 
propriate because the IRM (whom BVKS calls 
“rtvikism”) sees no difference between Srila 
Prabhupada’s physical appearance and disap- 
pearance. And, indeed, we stated in the B7P 71 
exposé in question, and before that, that there 
is no difference, spiritually, between the spir- 
itual master’s physical appearance and dis- 
appearance. To try to support his point that 
there is a difference, BVKS refers to a lecture 
from Srila Prabhupada talking about “prakata 
and aprakata”. However, in this lecture, Srila 
Prabhupada states: 

“Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati Thakura 
passed away from this material world on 


31st December, 1936. [...] So there are two 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - 





phases: prakata and aprakata, appearance 
and disappearance. [...] So spiritually, 
appearance and disappearance, there is 
no difference. [...] Suppose you get a son 
born, you become very happy. The same 
son, when passes away, you become very 
unhappy. This is material. And spiritually, 
there is no such difference, appearance 
or disappearance. [...] spiritually, there 
is no difference between appearance and 


disappearance.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Lecture on Srila Bhaktisiddhanta 














Sarasvati Thakura’s disappearance day, 13/12/73) 

Srila Prabhupada states at least three times 
in this short lecture that there is no difference 
spiritually between a spiritual master’s physi- 
cal appearance or disappearance, which is ex- 
actly what the IRM states. Thus, although BVKS 
quoted this lecture to rebut the IRM, it actually 
fully supports us! 


No arguments -— 2 


BVKS then offers two further arguments, 

which we have numbered “(1)” and “(2)” be- 
low, to try to support his claim that Srila 
Prabhupada’s physical departure means “there 
is a difference”: 
“we don’t t make a samadhi of the guru before 
h Gpsases away, ee enc, and we do af- 
e passes away (1) [...] Vout prepare 
0 offer to fF ..] but it’s not exactly the 
same, that he'll, eres we see, eat it (2)” 

1) Regarding point 1, Srila Prabhupada 
never stated that a spiritual master entering 
samadhi means he suddenly becomes spirit- 
ually impotent. Rather, as shown in the pre- 
vious section, BVKS himself just quoted Srila 
Prabhupada stating the opposite. Thus, BVKS’s 
argument does not rebut the fact that there is 
no difference spiritually between the spiritual 
master’s appearance and disappearance. 

2) Neither does point 2—not being able 
to witness Srila Prabhupada’s physical ‘eating 
pastimes’ —have any bearing on the spiritual 
relationship one can have with Srila Prabhu- 
pada after his physical disappearance. BVKS 






himself admits this is a fact by giving his own 
personal example: 

“we access Srila Prabhupada through his serv- 
ants, Lalso access Srila Prabhupdda through his 
servants, through his disciples. | didn’t have per- 
sonal interactions with Srila Prabhupdda, very 
limited what | had, but | learned from other of 
my Godbrothers, so that process is going on. [...] 
Srila Prabhupdda passed away in 1977, [...] but 

















Srila Prabhupada: Compared 
to a dead skeleton by BVKS 








it's an eternal relationship, it goes on forever.” 
(BVKS Lecture, 8/11/21) 

Thus, again, BVKS’s “argument” does not 
support that Srila Prabhupada’s physical disap- 
pearance changes anything spiritually, and, 
on the contrary, we have quoted BVKS himself 
stating that it does not! 


Attack continues 


The BTP 71 article that Basu Ghosh Dasa 
sent BVKS made it abundantly clear that there 
is no spiritual difference between Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s physical appearance and disappear- 
ance. Yet, instead of apologising for his mis- 
take, BVKS offensively continues to defend his 
Hitchcockian ‘Psycho’ attack on Srila Prabhu- 
pada: 

i pointed it out with a rather grotesque anal- 
ogy of an Alfred Hitchcock film [...] the man is 
talking to his mother. [...Jit’ sa skeleton - she’s 
dead. So, he didn’t accept the fact that she had 


Be OR Soltsaciotesqueecamole.and 





that he didn’t accept, he didn’t recognize the 
fact that there is a difference” 

BVKS even admits twice that it is a “gro- 
tesque” example, yet he still shamelessly at- 
tacks Srila Prabhupada with it again, even 
though there is no parallel between the dead 
corpse in the Hitchcock film, and Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s spiritual status after having physical- 
ly disappeared. 


Conclusion 


In the last issue, we also featured an article 
titled “Bewildered by Guru Lust”, in which we 
showed that BVKS has lost his mind due to his 
lust to be a guru. BVKS continuing to persist 
with comparing Srila Prabhupada to a Hitch- 
cockian horror character is just further evi- 
dence of the madness that has gripped BVKS 
due to this guru lust. 


Clare! els) late) e)e)va 








www.iskconirm.com 


Issue 72 «Vol. 1, 2022 - Back To Prabhupada - Page 5 





ISKCON India Follows the IRM’s Lead 


In many of our previous issues we have direct- 
ly examined the specific objections presented 
by ISKCON India to the GBC’s proposal to in- 
troduce female diksd gurus (FDG"). ISKCON In- 
dia’s leaders have now produced a resolution 
which derives from the conclusions that we 
presented when examining their objections 
to FDG. The quotes in shaded boxes are from 
a resolution drafted by the Bureau (the body 
that controls ISKCON India) on 6/1/22, which 
was then shared by the GBC Executive Com- 
mittee. All emphases added. 


GBC guru system unclear 


“Whereas, the diksha guru system the GBC 
body has currently in place is not clear on 
many fronts, such as [...] the qualifications 
of the diksha guru [...] the GBC installed guru 
system needs full clarification [...] it makes no 
good sense to extend the present unclear male 
diksha guru (MDG) system to include FDGs [... 
clarity on the generic diksha guru issue will 
also naturally bring clarity to the FDG issue [...] 
the Bureau is desirous to also approach the is- 
sue from the perspective of the unclear male 
Diksha guru system" 

Thus, ISKCON India’s leaders agree that: 

1) The GBC’s guru system is unclear, in- 
cluding basic matters such as the qualifica- 
tions of a diks@ guru; 

2) They thus now suddenly wish to re- 
examine the GBC’s regular male diksa guru 
(“MDG”) system, which until now they have 
enthusiastically supported! An examination 
prompted by the fact that FDG have been in- 
troduced by the GBC. 

These points derive from the many BTP ar- 
ticles proving continually that ISKCON India’s 
opposition to FDG while promoting MDG is 
untenable - for example: 

a) In the BTP 64 article “Both Sides Defeat- 
ed by the Same Quotes”, we showed that the 
parties on both sides of the FDG argument are 
completely unclear on what guru system Srila 
Prabhupada ordered, as the same quotes used 
by both sides to support successor diksa gu- 
rus to Srila Prabhupada defeat MDG and FDG! 

b) In the BTP 64 article “Guru Proponent 
Accepts IRM Arguments”, we showed that, 
in opposing FDG, ISKCON India leader Basu 
Ghosh Dasa had to accept the IRM’s argument 
that the quotes commonly put forward to au- 
thorise male successor diksd gurus are not ac- 
tually evidence for diksa guru successors at all. 

c) In the B7P 64 article “The GBC’s 10 Con- 


tradictory Guru Systems” we showed that the 
GBC’s FDG proposal puts forward the nonsen- 
sical idea that FDG must be subject to certain 
qualifications that MDG are not. 

d) In the BTP 67 article “ISKCON GBC Guru 
Condemns Guru System”, we showed how the 
qualification for MDG needs to be the same as 
that demanded of FDG. 

And so on. Hence, ISKCON India is simply 
finally “catching up” to the IRM! 


Stop all GBC gurus! 


“it is not clear whether there is any common 
core understanding [...] with respect to the 
diksha guru system [...] the Bureau expects 
the above initial study to take a maximum of 
one year [...] The Bureau also resolves to call, 
for this period, a moratorium on FDGs and ap- 
proving all new gurus, male or female. The In- 
dia Bureau hereby calls upon the GBC body 
to likewise call a moratorium on FDGs, and 
[...] the moratorium on the FDGs shall contin- 
ue until a full resolution of the diksha guru sys- 
tem.” 

The IRM’s position has also always been 
that no diksd gurus should be created because 
the GBC has not fully understood Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s instructions on the matter. And, follow- 
ing on from the part of the resolution quoted 
in the previous section, ISKCON India contin- 
ues that since after over four decades there is 
still complete confusion over the GBC’s diksa 
guru system, unless and until the matter can 
be clarified, no new GBC initiating gurus, ei- 
ther male or female, should be approved. 

We can note, however, that ISKCON In- 
dia’s position does not go far enough. They 
state that not creating diksd gurus is justified 
because the current GBC diksa@ guru system 
which would create them is unclear and thus 
this confusion needs to be fully resolved first. 
However, by this same logic, all current diksa 
gurus should also step down or be suspend- 








ed until the issue is fully resolved, since they 
were created by this very same “unclear” and 
unresolved GBC guru system. Thus, if they can 
remain diksd gurus, then on the same basis, 
new ones could also be made. Hence, by their 
own logic, ISKCON India should demand that 
all diksa gurus be suspended until the issue 
is fully resolved. Otherwise, it will appear that 
ISKCON India’s stance is hypocritical and self- 
serving rather than philosophical, contrived 
only to try to stop FDG. 





Srila Prabhupada: ISKCON India 
agrees GBC deviates from his teachings 





Reject GBC 


The India Continental Committee (“ICC”) 
(another body composed of ISKCON India’s 
leaders) stated in its own resolutions: 

“the current introduction of Female Diksha Gu- 
rus is [...] deviant and a misrepresentation of 
Srila Prabhupada’s teachings [...] Indian Lead- 
ers will not support having parallel standards 

n such an important issue ion [...] 
Therefore, it is resolved that: Until the GBC res- 
olution on FDG is withdrawn by the GBC body, 

ICC wi acc BC hority 
and will protest with non co-operation.” 

The IRM’s position has always been from 
the very beginning that we cannot follow the 
current GBC as an authority whilst it is deviat- 
ing and misrepresenting Srila Prabhupada’s 
teachings in regards to successor diksd gurus. 
For example, in 1998, we wrote that the GBC 
cannot be followed unless: “the GBC is fol- 
lowing Srila Prabhupada.” (“Chakra Torpe- 





does Main GBC Evidence!”; iskconirm.com/chakra) 

Now, we see ISKCON India’s leaders final- 
ly copying us on this as well, for, in addition 
to calling for a moratorium on all further diksa 
gurus, they have also rejected the GBC for the 
very same reason as us: authorising succes- 
sor diksd gurus that they say were not author- 
ised by Srila Prabhupada! One can also note 
the hypocrisy, for when the IRM does this, the 
same ISKCON leaders have supported us being 
banned and attacked because we are not ac- 
cepting the “authority” of the GBC. 


Conclusion 


As we saw in the previous article, ISKCON 
India leaders are reading BTP. And here, we can 
observe the influence on them that it has, as 
we showed them the flaw in their opposing 
FDG without also opposing MDG. And thus, 
they are now forced to accept that they need 
to first attempt to present a diksa guru system 
in which MDG can also be justified. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — Elate| ola iar-lejeya 
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The GBC’s latest Resolutions stunningly high- 
light how, instead of following any philosophy, 
the GBC simply makes stuff up as it goes along. 
(All emphases added). 


1990: It’s a law we need! 


In 1990, the GBC stated the following: 

“the posthumous ritvik theory essentially 
conflicts with the law of disciplic succession” 
(GBC Resolutions 1990, 73) 

Thus, the GBC claimed that Srila Prabhu- 
pada remaining ISKCON’s diksa guru (which 
the GBC calls above “the posthumous rtvik the- 
ory”) must be wrong because it breaks the “law 
of disciplic succession”. This law was stated by 
Srila Prabhupada in a letter: 

“But as a matter of etiquette it is the 
custom that during the lifetime of your spir- 
itual master you bring the prospective dis- 
ciples to him, and in his absence or disap- 
pearance you can accept disciples without 
any limitation. This is the law of disciplic 
succession.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 2/12/75) 

Thus, there are two parts to this law: 

a) The etiquette for what must be done in 
the spiritual master’s physical presence. 

b) What can be done in the spiritual mas- 
ter’s physical absence. 

Both these two things together constitute 
the “law of disciplic succession”. It gives the 
time period for when succession is possible. 





1995: Impossible to violate 


The 1995 GBC paper “Gurus and Initiation 
in ISKCON" (Gil), included a paper which stat- 
ed that this law was one that: 

“we would transgress at our peril.” 
(“Devotees Initiating Before Their Guru’s Physical 
Departure: An Official GBC Paper”) 

Thus, the GBC made it clear that this law 
can never be violated, period. 


2002: We can violate! 


Having used the law to “deal” with the 
threat of Srila Prabhupada being ISKCON’s 
diksa guru, the GBC decided it no longer need- 
ed to be an inviolable law. First, via GBC Res- 
olution 303, 2002, the GBC made HH Maha 
Visnu Goswami a diksd guru, despite his guru, 
HH Sivarama Swami, being very much physi- 
cally present. Then, over the years, this was ex- 
panded with other “grand-disciple” diksd gu- 
rus also being created, even though their diksa 
gurus were also still physically present. 


A Movement with 


2015: Maybe it is a law?! 


The GBC then decided to temporarily sus- 
pend “grand-disciple” gurus because it still 
needed to do “comprehensive research’ to fig- 
ure out the issue!: 

“the existing resolutions and proposals con- 
cerning [...] disciples initiating in the physi- 
cal presence of their initiating guru, are held in 
abeyance until these roles are defined within the 
above-mentioned comprehensive research.” 
(GBC Resolution 310, 2015) 


2019: Still not a law 


Then, 4 years later, the GBC decided that 
“grand-disciples” were allowed to become 
diks@ gurus again, but with various “mandato- 
ry conditions” that first needed to be fulfilled 
(GBC Resolution 700, 2019). 


2022: No conditions at all 


Grand-disciples becoming diksa gurus 
in the physical presence of their guru is now 
accepted as being standard, and indeed the 
GBC is actively calling for it urgently ona large 
scale, with the various “mandatory conditions” 
introduced in 2019 repealed: 

“a new generation of diksa-gurus urgently 
needs to be established [...] which will necessar- 
ily include: [...] 2) requesting present diksa-gu- 
rus to identify, train, and empower qualified dis- 
ciples to accept the service of offering diksa ini- 
tiation, even while they are still present. [...] The 
2019 amendment being repealed” 

(GBC 2021 Resolutions 701.02 and 702.02, [is- 
sued 2022]) 





We were talking rubbish 


To justify this free-for-all for “grand-dis- 
ciples” to become diksa gurus in the physical 
presence of their spiritual masters, whereby 
the “law” of disciplic succession is now effec- 
tively ditched, the recently issued 2021 GBC 
Resolutions have put forward a number of ar- 
guments which accept that the detailed justi- 
fication for this law that they presented in Gi/ 
in 1995 was a load of rubbish: 

1995: Precedents are irrelevant: 





“Even though in the past spiritual masters 
have given disciples permission to initiate in 
their presence, Srila Prabhupada emphatically 
forbids it” 

2021: Precedents are relevant: 

“it [the new free-for-all] should be accepted 
as applying a precedent from our parampara ac- 





cording to time, place, and circumstances.” 


1995: Law applies for all time: 

“he (Srila Prabhupada) is restricting all disci- 
ples of all gurus in ISKCON from initiating in the 
presence of their spiritual masters.” 

2021: Law only applied pre-1978: 

“Whereas Srila Prabhupada was present 
with us for only a brief period of twelve years. It 
was natural that in such a short span of twelve 
years he was insistent about the etiquette [...] 
the current situation is vastly different” 











1995: “Law” is law: 

“Srila Prabhupada had the vision to set down 
alaw|...] we would transgress at our peril.” 

2021: Only optional etiquette: 

“the phrase ‘law of disciplic succession’ [...] 








should be seen in the same context of etiquette 
rather than something distinct.” 
(GBC Resolution 701.02, 2021) 

No new instructions from Srila Prabhupada 
have come to light since 1995. Thus, the only 
thing that has changed is the GBC’s priorities 
from needing to keep Srila Prabhupada at bay 
to now further expanding the guru franchise. 


Disciplic succession deviation x2 


Thus, “grand-disciple” diksd gurus: 

1) Violate Srila Prabhupada’s law of disci- 
plic succession that only after the guru's phys- 
ical disappearance is it even possible for a dis- 
ciple to initiate. 

2) Have resulted in both these “grand-dis- 
ciples” and their gurus continuing to initiate at 
the same time, and thus theoretically compet- 
ing with each other for disciples! Hence, there 
was no “succession” because, as both guru and 
disciple are initiating at the same time, the dis- 
ciple never succeeded his guru! 

Therefore, it is the GBC’s guru system 
which does not adhere to their concept of 
disciplic succession (parampara), where the 
guru is supposedly succeeded on his physical 
departure. In addition, there are cases where a 
GBC diksd guru actually has physically depart- 
ed, but there is still no “successor” who has be- 
come a diksa guru to supposedly “continue the 
disciplic succession”. 


Practical Rtviks 


Those who accepted Srila Prabhupada as 
their diksa@ guru after his physical departure 
are derisively referred to by the GBC as “rtviks”. 
Their spiritual position is that they do not ac- 
cept a “living” GBC guru, and instead take shel- 
ter only of Srila Prabhupada. However, there 
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No Philosophy 


is a whole class of devotees actively serving 
in ISKCON who are in the same spiritual posi- 
tion. These are devotees who also have no GBC 
guru and who take shelter of Srila Prabhupada. 
That is, these are persons who have not got- 
ten “re-initiated” after their previous GBC guru 
(they may have had more than one) was re- 
moved as a guru due to having been caught 
falling down into some gross illicit activity. 

These persons can be called “Practical Rt- 
viks” (“PR”) because, although in public they 
may give lip service to the GBC guru program, 
in practice, spiritually, they follow the “rtviks”, 
by taking shelter of Srila Prabhupada rather 
than a GBC guru, even though, like the “rtviks”, 
they did not take initiation from Srila Prabhu- 
pada when he was physically present. In some 
cases, these PR have been following such a 
path for many decades, which will be longer 
than many of those who are officially designat- 
ed as being “rtviks”! 


Guruless gurus 


The further and full expansion of the guru 
franchise to “grand-disciples” mentioned ear- 
lier, was also extended to another group. How- 
ever, this expansion is hidden away in 4 words 
enclosed in brackets in the GBC Resolutions, 
and thus may not even have been noticed. The 
GBC Resolution states: 

“training qualified second generation devo- 
tees whose diksa-gurus are no longer physically 
with us (or in good standing), to take up the ser- 
vice of diksa-guru immediately” 

(GBC Resolution 701.02, 2021) 

The phrase tucked away in brackets “or in 
good standing”, refers to ISKCON members 
who have no guru, that is, the PR mentioned 
in the previous section. 

Thus, in order to increase the number of 
diks@ gurus, the GBC has resolved that even if 
one has no diks@ guru, this is no bar to one- 
self becoming a diksa guru. Hence, the GBC is 
now claiming that one is able to supposedly 
connect others to the parampara, even though 
one’s own supposed link to the paramparad is 
no longer part of the parampara! 


Disciplic deviation 


The disciplic succession is defined as be- 
ing a “chain”: 

“All transcendental messages are re- 
ceived properly in the chain of disciplic suc- 
cession.” 

(SB, 1.3.42, purport) 


One who is a disciple of Srila Prabhupada 
is connected to the disciplic succession, since 
there exists this unbroken “chain of disciplic 
succession” which one belongs to, and which 
begins for oneself with Srila Prabhupada and 
then stretches unbroken all the way back to 
Lord Krsna. And thus, Srila Prabhupada states 
that the “proper” spiritual master one must 
take initiation from must be part of such a 
chain: 

“After being initiated by the proper spir- 
itual master in that chain of succession...” 
(SB, 2.9.7, purport) 

This would mean that one who got initi- 
ated by one of these PR would not be part of 
such a chain of disciplic succession, as one’s 
guru (the PR) would himself not have a guru 
who is in the parampara, and thus there is no 
chain! If a chain is not unbroken and not con- 
nected via links all the way through, then of 
course it is not a chain! 

Earlier we documented two ways that the 
GBC’s guru system is deviating from its con- 
cept of the disciplic succession. Now, with the 
GBC’s authorisation of the PR as diksa gurus, 
we can add a third way! And this is with the as- 
sumption that the GBC guru program is even 
authorised to make diksd gurus at all. Thus, 
even accepting that false assumption, the pro- 
gram is still defeated by itself. 


PR has a rtvik initiation 


The GBC claims a PR is “connected” to Srila 
Prabhupada and the parampard by virtue of 
having had an initiation ceremony from some- 
one who at the time was an authorised GBC 
guru, and thus this guru’s later removal from 
the parampard is irrelevant. The GBC further 
adds that this authorised GBC guru can even 
have been deviating at the time of the ceremo- 
ny. Thus, for example, in the case of fallen GBC 
guru, Umapati Dasa, the GBC stated that- 

“Devotees initiated prior to this date (Febru- 
ary 2010) are accepted as duly initiated members 
of ISKCON” 

(GBC Resolution 307, 2011) 

—even though these initiations occurred 
whilst he was deviating: 

“Umapati prabhu had misused his status as 
a guru to behave inappropriately with several 
male disciples over a number of years and that 
this behavior was of a sexual nature.” 

(GBC Statement, GBC meetings, 2010) 

Thus, for a PR, his “initiation” was effective- 

ly nothing other than supposedly a “connect- 
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ing ceremony” to Srila Prabhupada, because 
later the “initiator” does not act as a diksd guru. 
But this is exactly how a /tvik initiation is de- 
fined! This further confirms the PR’s spiritual 
status as being similar, rather than different, 
to that of the derided “rtviks”. 


We were talking rubbish 


However, earlier, the GBC claimed the ex- 
act opposite, stating that if one’s guru has fall- 
en, reinitiation from another bona fide guru is 
essential: 

1) “If the spiritual master is fallen, how can 
that fallen person represent the disciplic succes- 


. sion of pure devotees? [...] Sonow we should link 


with a qualified spiritual master so that our con- 
nection will be strong, complete, and proper.” 
(GBC Paper included in Gil, 1995) 

They even quoted from Srila Jiva Gosvami 
and Srila Bhaktivinoda Thakura to make this 
point. 

2) Thus, in 2005, a GBC Resolution included 
the following statement from fallen GBC guru 
Suhotra Dasa, reflecting this stance: 

“If you so desire, do not hesitate to take re- 
initiation.” 

(GBC Resolution 402, 2005) 

3) Yet, as just seen, when Umapati Dasa fell 
down in 2010, the GBC waved a magic wand 
and declared the exact opposite — initiations 
from a fallen guru connect one to the param- 
para and no reinitiation is necessary. So, sup- 
posedly now, with no new information having 
come to light, all of a sudden Srila Bhaktivino- 
da Thakura, Srila JiIva Gosvami, and the GBC 
until that point, had all been wrong! 

Thus, the PR have now gone from not even 
being connected to the parampara them- 
selves, to being diksa gurus who can connect 
others to the parampara, all via a deviant in- 
itiation they took from a deviant many years 
ago who is himself not part of the parampara! 
The “rtviks” are derided, but the PR, who have 
the same spiritual status, are now considered 
to be possible diksd gurus... who are “as good 
as God". 


Conclusion 


Even if one has the wrong philosophy, at 
least one can sincerely believe it and consist- 
ently apply it. However, the GBC has no philos- 
ophy, but instead just claims different things 
in different years depending on what agenda 
it wishes to push, including ditching the prin- 
ciple of the disciplic succession! 
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Since The Final Order (TFO), the IRM’s posi- 
tion paper, was presented to the GBC over a 
quarter of a century ago in 1996, numerous at- 
tempts have been made to answer it. That all 
have failed is epitomised by the fact that the 
GBC has felt the need to do yet another pres- 
entation against TFO, or what the GBC calls the 
“rtvik theory”. GBC member and GBC voted-in 
guru HH Badrinarayan Swami (“BAD”) ex- 
plained in a lecture on 5/12/21 that there was 
a request in a “GBC discussion” for a “Power- 
Point (slideshow) on this rtvik”, and that the 
GBC asked him to do it. Hence, he and anoth- 
er GBC member and GBC voted-in guru, HH 
Bhakti Vaibhava Swami, have prepared a 
slideshow presentation titled “The Rtvik The- 
ory”, which has been circulated in ISKCON. 
However, as we shall show, the slideshow 
merely highlights why, after a quarter of a cen- 
tury, still no one has been able to refute TFO. 
The statements in the shaded boxes are taken 
directly from this slideshow. 


Deleting Srila Prabhupada’s words 





n you're no longer with us. We 
how Hibs and second initiation 


._* 








ly es 


SatsvarUpa: “Then what is th nship of 
that person who gives the initiation and the...” 
we 6, ’ 


eee 5 
This is taken from the May 28th, 1977, con- 
versation, and the question directly asks how 
initiations would be conducted “particularly 
at that time when you're no longer with us”. 
Clearly, if Srila Prabhupada’s answer to this is 
“rtvik", it completely destroys the GBC’s guru 
hoax. And that is what Srila Prabhupada an- 
swers, for this is his immediate and actual an- 
swer to the question asked: 

Srila Prabhupada: “Yes. | shall recom- 
mend some of you. After this is settled up | 
shall recommend some of you to act as offici- 
ating acarya.” 

Tamal Krsna Goswami: “Is that called rt- 
vik Gcarya?" 

Srila Prabhupada: “Rtvik. Yes.” 

(May 28th, 1977, Conversation) 
So, this does completely destroy the GBC’s 





Undefeated After a 


guru hoax as Srila Prabhupada’s answer to 
how initiations would be conducted after he 
is ‘particularly no longer with us’ is “rtvik”. And 
the GBC also knows this, because the slideshow 
deliberately deletes this answer, and instead 
claims as shown above that Srila Prabhupada’s 
answer is actually Satsvaripa asking anoth- 
er question! Thus, the slideshow deliberately 
deletes Srila Prabhupada’s words in the hope 
that no one will bother to read anything other 
than the slideshow. This is the same approach 





of relying on the audience’s ignorance which 
caused all the previous GBC attempts to an- 
swer the “rtvik theory”, or TFO, to fail, and that 
is why this slideshow also similarly fails. 


Changing Srila Prabhupada’s words 


“Srila Prabhupada then states how initiations 

should go on when he w longer physi- 

cally present. et ee 

Tamala Krsna: ". "The people who they give 

diksa to, whose disciple arethey?2 Gahan 
la Prabhupada: “They're his disciple. ” 

Pal Krsna: “They're his disciple?” 

Srila Prabhupada: “Who is ee He is 

grand-disciple. eale 

Again, the above excerpt is taken from the 
May 28th, 1977, conversation. 

Only, Srila Prabhupada does not say “He is” 
before the word “grand-disciple”, because: 

1) Srila Prabhupada only speaks one word 
before saying “grand-disciple”, rather than 
two words. 

2) That one word is “his”. 

One can listen for oneself to Srila Prabhu- 
pada speaking this one word rather than two 
words, by going to the audio clip here: 

iskconirm.com/his 

The significance of the GBC making this 
change was explained in the B7P 52 article 
“Zonal Acarya Hoax Revival Continues!”, which 
can be read here: iskconirm.com/btp52 

As we saw in this and the previous section, 
when your case relies on needing to delete 
and change Srila Prabhupada’s words, then it 
proves that you have no case. Otherwise, one 
could just be honest and present Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s words truthfully: one would not need 
to cheat and doctor Srila Prabhupada’s words. 


Self-destroyed 


We have just seen that the guru hoax is de- 
stroyed by Srila Prabhupada’s “rtvik” answer, 
and that the GBC effectively admits this defeat 


by cheating and deliberately hiding that an- 


. 
Srila Prabhupada: His final order on 
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swer. Another example of self-defeat is the fol- 
lowing claim: 
“Q: Doesn't the July letter prove that Srila 
Prabhupada wanted a proxy system? 
A: It proves that he wanted a proxy system for 
the remainder of the time he was physically on 
the planet, as everyone has agreed all along. It 
was intended as a ti time-bound system, put in 
place until Srila Prabhupada’ s physical disap- 
pearance. ” ag 

a) Since the letter does not mention Srila 
Prabhupada’s physical presence, there would 
be no way to tether the rtvik (proxy) system 
to only being “put in place until Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s physical disappearance” unless it men- 
tioned Srila Prabhupada’s departure - other- 
wise there is no basis for the claim. One can- 
not just look at an instruction Srila Prabhu- 
pada gave and then invent how long it is sup- 
posed to be applicable for, without some men- 
tion of this! 

b) However, the slideshow also helpfully 
informs us that - 
“The July 9th letter does not mention Srila 
Prabhupada’s departure...” 

-thereby destroying its basis for claiming 
that the letter’s instructions were to be termi- 
nated on Srila Prabhupada’s departure! 


Desperate claim 


“Rather the Vedic tradition is to accept a phys- 
ically present spiritual master. This is a corner- 
stone of Vedic principles. This is one point that 
the impersonalists, personalists, shaktas, etc. 
all agree on.” 

1) Srila Prabhupada never states that one 
must “accept a physically present spiritual 
master”, or that this is a “Vedic principle”. 

2) If an instruction is not stated by Srila 
Prabhupada, then we obviously cannot use 
this nonexistent instruction to stop following 
an instruction-the rtvik system of initiation 
given in the July 9th, 1977, letter—which it is 
not disputed Srila Prabhupada did give. 
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Quarter of a Century 


3) The fact that there is no evidence from 
Srila Prabhupada for this “physically present 
spiritual master” claim is shown by the desper- 
ation in choosing impersonalists and shaktas 
as authorities for the claim! 


Can't answer 


“However, one can ask: But why use the word 
my? Surely this means that all initiates in the fu- 
ture will be direct disciples of Srila Prabhupada. 
But remember, at the time, everyone was a 
disciple of Srila Prabhupada. [...] As presented 
earlier, ultimately, all future initiated devotees 
are Srila Prabhupada disciples in that they are 
following him and connected to him via the 
guru-parampard system.” ‘ 

The question posed refers to Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s Last Will and Testament stating that all 
future directors for permanent temple proper- 
ties in India would always be “my initiated dis- 
ciple”, where the “my” refers to Srila Prabhu- 
pada. Which in turn would prove “that all in- 
itiates in the future will be direct disciples of 
Srila Prabhupada”. In response, the slideshow 
then deliberately ignores this very question 
that they themselves have posed about Srila 
Prabhupada’s initiated disciples, and instead 
refers to those who are not initiated by Srila 
Prabhupada being able to become non-initi- 
ated disciples of Srila Prabhupada. Thus, the 
question specifically asks about Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s initiated disciples and the “answer” 
only refers to non-initiated disciples of Srila 
Prabhupada. If one wished to highlight one’s 
complete inability to answer a question, this 
would be the way to do it: by answering the 
opposite of what is being asked! 


Can’t answer - 2 


“The rtvik theory claims that the disciplic suc- 
cession should have ended with Srila Prabhu- 
pada.” 

1) Unable to answer what we do say, the 
presentation instead attributes to us what 
we don’t say. Thus, we do not claim that the 
“disciplic succession should have ended with 
Srila Prabhupada’”. We simply state that he is 
the Acarya, which also means diksa@ guru, for 
his own Society, ISKCON. This point is proven 
by the GBC itself, as we show by quoting its 
statements verbatim in the book: Srila Prabhu- 
pada: The Founder-Acarya of ISKCON - Present- 
ing the Conclusions of the GBC Foundational 
Document. 

2) Ironically, as shown in the previous arti- 


cle, it is the GBC guru system which does not 
follow the system of disciplic succession! 

3) Obviously, if one does not answer what 
the “rtvik theory” actually states, then one will 
not be able to answer it- period! 


Defeated again 


Above we have dealt with the key points 
that the slideshow presents. And we have 
been able to show that: 

1) Srila Prabhupada ordered rtviks for 
when he was ‘particularly no longer with us’. 

2) Srila Prabhupada’s rtvik system was not 
terminated on his physical departure. 

3) The slideshow does not answer TFO and 
the so-called “rtvik theory”. 

However, for completeness, we have also 
answered every point the slideshow makes, 
and this can be read here: 

iskconirm.com/slides 


Lying about the lies 


It is bad enough that the slideshow lies. 
But in the lecture which BAD gave on 5/12/21 
to accompany this slideshow presentation, 
BAD goes further and adds more lies of his 
own while he is explaining what the slides 
state. 


1) When referring to the July 9th, 1977, let- 
ter, BAD claims this about its contents: 
“so he said, “we'll do it this way”, and he 
named people to answer the letters, to give 
the names, and to initiate. But Prabhupada 





Se cica aa and. a names were 
entered [...] as Prabhupada disciples.” i 

But it is not stated in the July 9th, 1977, let- 
ter that they are Srila Prabhupada’s disciples 
because he is “still physically present”. The 
term “physically present” does not appear. This 
is just BAD’s fabrication. 

2) About Srila ies bis ac BAD claims: 
“he had been giving the order in his conver- 
sations, repeatedly he gave the same order, 
when you become qualified and become diksa 
guru” a 

Although Srila Prabhupada does state 
many times that one should “become guru”, 
he has never ordered “become diksa guru”. 
That phrase is never uttered by Srila Prabhu- 
pada. This is just BAD’s fabrication. 

3) Referring to what the IRM or the “rtvik 
theory” states, BAD claims: 


“This is their presentation, ‘Sure, that was 


Prabhupada’s plan, but at the last minute, in 
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the last six months, he realized, ‘Oh, they are 
not t qualified, this i is not going to work. I've S 
to introduce a new syst — 

We have never claimed that Srila Prabhu- 
pada was always intending to order successor 
diksa@ gurus but then changed his mind at the 
last minute. This is just BAD’s fabrication. 


More fabrication 


GBC voted-in guru HH Bhakti Vikasa Swa- 
mi (“BVKS”) gave the same slideshow presen- 
tation we have just covered, in a lecture that 
he gave on 26/2/22. However, like BAD, whilst 
commenting on the slideshow, he also could 
not help but make false statements. 

While referring to the contents of the May 
28th, 1977, conversation as mentioned above, 
BVKS claimed: 

“Now we have people newly inducted into 
the rtvik system who are very well aware that 
Srila Prabhupada said ‘officiating acarya’ in that 
conversation, but no one tells them, they don't 
know, that Srila Prabhupada also said, ‘grand 
disciple’, ‘disciple of my disciple’, ‘regular guru’. 
That's why the rtvik hoax, they're not telling you 
everything.” 

a) As we demonstrated, it is the slide- 
show that is deliberately “not telling you eve- 
rything”, as it does not mention that “Srila 
Prabhupada even said ‘officiating acarya’ in 
that conversation”! 

b) On the other hand, The Final Order 
(which BVKS calls “the rtvik Bible”) mentions 

“grand-disciple”, “disciple of my disciple”, and 
“regular guru”; that is, it does tell you every- 
thing. 


Conclusion 


So there you have it. After a quarter of a 
century, the GBC is still unable to put a dent 
in The Final Order. And if the GBC has not been 
able to do it after so long, there is no reason it 
will be able to do it in another quarter of a cen- 
tury, or ever. 
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Only demons? 


“DEMONS CANNOT BE REFORMED!” 
- Sudarsana Dasa Vanacari, Adelaide, Australia 

Editor replies: 

This comment refers to why BTP’s mission 
of preaching the truth about Srila Prabhupada 
cannot allegedly succeed, because ISKCON’s 
leaders are supposedly “demons” and thus 
cannot be “reformed”. However: 

1) Not everyone connected with ISKCON 
is an unreformable demon, as proven by the 
fact that many who were following the guru 
hoax previously are now following only Srila 
Prabhupada due to the IRM’s preaching. This 
is shown by the thousands of letters we have 
received from such devotees attesting to this, 
many of which we have printed in B7P itself! 

2) We have also documented how even 
ISKCON’s leaders (the supposed “demons’”) 
are gradually being influenced by B7P’s argu- 
ments, whether they like it or not! (See for ex- 
ample page 5.) 

3) However, even if nobody was reforma- 
ble, it is still our duty to defend Srila Prabhu- 
pada against the horrendous guru hoax that 
is going on in his name, for this is how Srila 
Prabhupada said we should glorify him: 

“You can eulogize your Guru Maharaja, 
but you have to learn it and face the pub- 
lic and be strong to defend yourself. That is 
success. Not by praising your Guru Mahara- 
ja. You'll praise your Guru Maharaja. That 
is not very difficult. But be victorious to the 
opposing elements. Then you will praise 
your Guru Maharaja nicely. At home, you 
can praise your Guru Maharaja, and Guru 
Maharaja be satisfied, “Oh, my disciples 
are praising me.” That is not very... That 
is good, respectful. That is the qualifica- 
tion. But you have to fight. Then your Guru 
Maharaja will be glorified.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Room Conversation, 26/12/75, 
all emphases added in Interactive) 

And, in doing so, at least the chance is 
there for the rare, sincere soul to discover the 
truth and avoid being cheated out of their spir- 
itual life, now or in the future. 








Falidown of the soul 


“Haribol, 

AGTSP. PAMHO. 

| was wondering if you could please shed 
some light into a confusing subject matter re- 
garding the fall-down of the soul as | think 
some here (including myself admittedly!) are a 
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little confused. Let me explain—up until now, 
and from what I’ve read, heard and seen on 
YouTube videos of Srila Prabhupada on this 
subject matter of the fall-down of the soul, 
he says that we were with Krishna (meaning 
face to face, which is what my understand- 
ing is) and because we wanted to enjoy like 
Krishna/were envious of Him, Krishna created 
the material world for us to enjoy independ- 
ent of Him. However, in the quote below, Srila 
Prabhupada appears to contradict himself, by 
saying that only those souls in the brahmajyo- 
ti fall down: 

Question: “How one who lived in asso- 
ciation with Krsna, how he fell down?” (Srila 
Prabhupada himself asked this question.) 

Srila Prabhupada: “Generally, those 
who are living with Krsna or Vaikuntha, they 
never fall down. But those who are in the ef- 
fulgence of Krsna, in the impersonal Brah- 
man, they fall down, because it is the pro- 
pensity of the living entity to enjoy. But 
one cannot enjoy; there is no Gnanda. 
Those who are merging in the Brahman ef- 
fulgence, they are getting the department of 
eternity. The Brahman is sac-cid-Gnanda. So 
they are simply accepting sad-arnsa. Sad-arhsa 
means only eternity. Just like if you are asked 
to sit down in a place eternally, no, it will be 
impossible. You must desire a change, variety, 
because we are living entity, living being. So 
therefore our Vaisnava philosophy has varie- 
ties of enjoyment.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 1/5/72) 

Obviously, my intention is, under no cir- 
cumstances, to offend Srila Prabhupada, but | 
just want clarification please. 

Many thanks,” 

- Raju Surti, Birmingham, UK 

Editor replies: 

Below is what is stated by Srila Prabhu- 
pada right before the part you have quoted. 
This gives the context for the quote you have 
provided: 

“Even if you go to the impersonal Brah- 
man effulgence, from there also, you have to 
come back. [...] But anyone who reaches... 
The jiva, another reason of falling down...” 

Then, Srila Prabhupada continues, as you 
have quoted: 

“There is sometimes question, “How 
one who lived in association with Krsna, 
how he fell down?” Generally, those who 
are living with Krsna or Vaikuntha, they 
never fall down. But those who are in the 











effulgence of Krsna, in the impersonal 
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Brahman, they fall down, because it is the 
propensity of the living entity to enjoy. 
But one cannot enjoy; there is no Gnanda. 
Those who are merging in the Brahman ef- 
fulgence, they are getting the department 
of eternity. [...] Just like if you are asked to 
sit down ina 
im ible.” 

Please see the underlined parts: 

a) First Srila Prabhupada speaks of the soul 
in the material world attaining Brahman re- 
alisation (“if you go to the impersonal Brah- 
man effulgence”). Then he repeats this point 
a couple of sentences later, speaking of those 
who are “merging” into the Brahman efful- 
gence, i.e. attaining Brahman, “getting” eterni- 
ty. Thus, Srila Prabhupada is speaking of the 
soul in the material world who merges into 
Brahman, or attains Brahman realisation. 

b) He explains how attaining Brahman re- 
alisation is imperfect compared to Bhagavan 
realisation or those who are associating with 
Krsna, by making the point that those who 
lived with Krsna, “generally” never fall down, 
whilst those who have achieved the Brahman 
effulgence do fall down because to just stay in 
eternity is “impossible”. 

Hence, there is no contradiction. 

a) Srila Prabhupada is not stating here that 
originally and eternally there were some souls 
already in the Brahman effulgence, and only 
those ever fell down to the material world. 
Rather, he is speaking about those who are in 
the material world attaining the Brahman ef- 
fulgence having to fall back down to the ma- 
terial world. 

b) Srila Prabhupada also states that, in 
contrast to Brahman realisation, those who 
are living with Krsna “generally” do not fall, 
which means this is what usually happens, 
and only rarely will someone fall as this is not 
the norm ~as that is the definition of the word 





ce eternally, no, it will 
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“generally”. Thus, it does not mean that it will 
always be the case, otherwise Srila Prabhu- 
pada would not have added the word “gener- 
ally” as a qualifier. 


Cantos and japa count 


“| want to thank you so much for contin- 
uing the hard work that gives so much sup- 
port and guidance to so many of us who are 
not just followers, but disciples in disciplic suc- 
cession. 

Regarding the Cantos: after Canto 10, 
what happened to Canto 11 and 12? Did Srila 
Prabhupada not finish these, or did he write 
them under another name or topic? Look for- 
ward to your answer. 

| have another question. | remember Srila 
Prabhupada mentioned in one of his talks 
the process of keeping focused on the beads 
when chanting. Is the right count very impor- 
tant? What | mean is, | sometimes miss or go 
one over the 108 bead count while chanting 
the rounds. Is this wrong? Should the round al- 
ways be 108? 

Thank you,” 

- Abraham Prado, California, USA 

Editor replies: 

1) In regards to what happened after Can- 
to 10, the following article from BTP 51 ex- 
plains the matter in detail: 

www.iskconirm.com/btp51 

If you still have any questions after reading 
this article, please do not hesitate to ask. 

2) Since Srila Prabhupada has given us 
the instruction to chant 108 times around the 
string, it is best to try to follow that as much 
as possible: 

“The reason for the Japa beads is so 
that you can keep track of how many times 
you are chanting Hare Krishna mantra dai- 
ly. It should be chanted a steady amount of 
times regularly. We chant at least 16 times 
around the string of 108 beads daily (one 
full mantra on each bead). This keeps us 
strong in spiritual consciousness.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 14/3/75) 

However, as noted, one can of course 
chant more than 16 rounds since 16 is the min- 
imum: 














“It is your responsibility as the pres- 
ident of the temple to see that these dev- 
otees strictly follow the rules and regu- 
lations such as chanting 16 rounds mini- 
mum on the beads. 16 is the minimum; one 
can chant more. There is no harm, but one 


at least must chant the fixed number of 
rounds.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 10/11/75) 

“1 am very glad to learn you are chant- 
ing 48 rounds. Actually it is all right that 
one should chant 64 rounds, even 16 
rounds, so if one is able to chant more than 
16 rounds up to 64, it is very good. You fix 
up your rounds. Try to increase it but nev- 
er decrease it.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 17/12/67) 


Lockdown exposes hoax 


“Dear Krishnakant, 

Please accept my humble obeisances. All 
glories to Srila Prabhupada. | write to you re- 
garding how the coronavirus exposes the liv- 
ing guru, bogus guru ideology. 

Here in Victoria, Australia, we are in a com- 
plete lockdown with borders shut between the 
States. 

“Celebrity” gurus such as Devamrita Swa- 
mi is isolated in New Zealand, he cannot trav- 
el to Australia to perform initiations or collect 
money from the various temples throughout 
Australia. 

This exposes fully the hypocrisy of what 
you have been demonstrating all these years. 
The “celebrity” gurus are being shown for what 
they stand for. 

On the other hand, Srila Prabhupada and 
his books are available and instructions are 
available at any library around the world to be 
followed in any situation. 

Hoping this meets you well. 

Kind regards,” 

- Kirma Dasa (not the celebrity chef), Melbourne, 


Australia 


Nonsense Corner 


This is a column in which we answer arti- 
cles or statements that have been forwarded 
to us by our readers for rebutting. 

In a recent interview on 13/2/21, ISKCON 
India leader Basu Ghosh Dasa (“BGD”) pre- 
sented the following quote from Srila Prabhu- 
pada: 

“The disciples of Srila Bhaktisiddhan- 
ta Sarasvati Gosvami Maharaja are all God- 
brothers, and although there are some dif- 
ferences of opinion, and although we are 
not acting conjointly, still every one of us is 
spreading this Krsna consciousness move- 
ment according to his own capacity and 
producing many disciples to spread it all 


a OES 
“Srila Prabhupada: 
Always available to us in all conditions 





over the world.” 
(SB, 4.28.31, purport) 
And then BGD versal about this peak 





1) Srila Prabhupeds makes it clear at fe 
beginning of the quote that “there are some 
differences of opinion” between the disciples 
of Srila Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati Gosvami 
Maharaja (SBST). Just a couple of these differ- 
ences that Srila Prabhupada had with his God- 
brothers are that: 

“Actually amongst my Godbrothers no 
one is qualified to become acarya.” 

(Srila Prabhupada Letter, 18/4/74) 

“But just after his [SBST’s] passing away, 
his leading secretaries made plans, without 
authority, to occupy the post of acarya, and 
they split in two factions over who the next 
acarya would be. Consequently, both fac- 
tions were asara, or useless, because they 
had no authority, having disobeyed the or- 
der of the spiritual master.” 

(Cc., Adi-lila, 12.8) 

2) Srila Prabhupada then states that each 
Godbrother is “spreading this Krsna con- 
sciousness movement according to his own 
capacity”. And Srila Prabhupada has com- 
mented directly about this “capacity” of his 
Godbrothers, using the example of a “cock- 
roach”: 

“Not that three dozen dacaryas in Maya- 
pur; each one has a temple and a few doz- 

n... Not few dozen-one dozen disciples; 
bring some rice and eat; they are acarya. 
[...] Collecting some money, taking to the 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 
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holy place [...] In this way they are making 
livelihood, adcaryas. They say, “Whatever is 
in our capacity, we are doing.” The capaci- 
ty means when they are speaking that the 
cockroach is as good a bird as the Garuda. 
Cockroach is also a bird and Garuda is also 
a bird.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Room Conversation, 10/4/77) 

3) Thus, even if Srila Prabhupada recog- 
nises that his Godbrothers were doing some 
sort of “preaching” and making disciples ac- 
cording “to their own capacity”, this alone is 
not a direct comment on exactly how “bona 
fide" this activity was. To find out the answer 
to that question, we would need to read where 
Srila Prabhupada does directly comment on 
that, and we have given some of those quotes 
above. 

4) Even if one wishes to argue that Srila 
Prabhupada's Godbrothers were bona fide, it 
does not in any case mean that it would be an 
“arrow" in the “rtvik system of initiation", be- 
cause there is no connection between the two 
things. Even if his Gaudiya Matha Godbroth- 
ers were all bona fide, Srila Prabhupada could 
still also establish himself as the Founder and 
permanent Acdrya for his own Society, ISKCON, 
which he did. Which means he is also the diksa 
guru, as established both by Srila Prabhupada 
and the GBC, as documented in the book: Srila 
Prabhupdda: The Founder-Acarya of ISKCON - 
Presenting the Conclusions of the GBC Founda- 
tional Document. One does not preclude the 
other. 

5) BGD also claims that Srila Prabhupada 
mentioning “1600+ times” the term “disciplic 
succession” means that Srila Prabhupada must 
be succeeded. However, Srila Prabhupada 
mentioned that succession must take place 
on the physical departure of the guru exact- 
ly “O" times, Srila Prabhupada mentioned that 
succession must take place within a certain 
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time limit (as decreed by BGD or anyone else) 
also exactly “O” times. Hence, there is no evi- 
dence that Srila Prabhupada must be succeed- 
ed within a certain time period. Thus, the prin- 
ciple of the disciplic succession is still main- 
tained by Srila Prabhupada having succeeded 
SBST and then remaining the Acarya of his own 
Society which exists for a limited time period. 
Ironically, as we show in the articles on pages 
6 and, it is actually the GBC guru system that 
is violating the principle of disciplic succession. 

GBC-elected guru HH Bhakti Vikasa Swa- 
mi (“BVKS”) also tries to use the Gaudiya 
Matha to attack Srila Prabhupada’s rtvik initi- 
ation system: 

“in Gaudiya Matha, the first attempt at 
guruship after Bhaktisiddhanta Sarasvati, it re- 
sulted in turmoil, but no one thought, ‘OK, we'll 
all just take initiation from Bhaktisiddhanta Sar- 
asvati Thakur’.” 

(BVKS Lecture, 3/1/22) 

But in the Gaudiya Matha, SBST had not es- 
tablished a permanent rtvik initiation system, 
but rather ordered that: 

“His (SBST) idea was “Let them manage; 
then whoever will be actual qualified for be- 
coming acarya, they will elect.” 

(Room Conversation, 21/9/1973) 

Whereas, for ISKCON, Srila Prabhupada did 

institute a permanent rtvik initiation system. 


Appreciation 


“| picked up the latest issue (BTP 71) from 
the post office. Thanks for your service. It’s not 
surprising to see the effect money and power 
has on some devotees, that they can subvert 
the truth to hold on to them, but it is deeply 
disappointing. 

It is good to read about Prabhupada’s leg- 
acy being protected, just insane that it is being 
attacked by his disciples. Some of the things 
they say are so idiotic. It’s depressing that they 
are in positions of power and spreading that 
idiocy to new devotees. BVKS’s statement 
(back of BTP) about the Hitchcock film is a 
good example of the idiocy. The real situation 
is more like a horror film where a nice place is 
taken over by zombies who only resemble the 
original people and they make zombies out of 
anyone who shows up. 

Hope all is well with you. 

Hare Krsna,” 

- Helen Back, Oregon, USA 
“Hare Krishna! 
| have received your esteemed magazine. 


My most humble obeisances for your great 
work and all my respect for HDG Srila Prabhu- 
pada.” 
- Eladio Ortega Lara, Madrid, Spain 

“lam brand new to the Vaisnava faith and 
am so lucky to have found you first so | do not 
get led in the wrong direction! It is truly grace 
that | came upon IRM before | fell in with mod- 
ern ISKCON. THANK YOU SO MUCH FOR YOUR 


- Charles Seargent, New York, USA 

Editor replies: 

In the Bhagavad-gita, Lord Krsna states: 

“The Supreme Lord is situated in every- 
one’s heart, O Arjuna, and is directing the 
wanderings of all living entities, who are 
seated as on a machine, made of the mate- 
rial energy.” 

(Bg., 18.61) 

It appears the Lord has directed you to 
learn first about Srila Prabhupada’s true posi- 
tion so that you would not be cheated. 

“In Issue 66 of Back To Prabhupada (“What 
Does Srila Prabhupada Say”) you stated 
that much of BTP’s content was generated 
by ISKCON leaders reeling off their streams 
of consciousness and just assuming their 
words were automatically in line with Srila 
Prabhupada, and us then just directly compar- 
ing those words with Srila Prabhupada’s actu- 
al words and finding that they are not in line! 

For over 40 years, the GBC bogus gurus 
have vomited mountains of meaningless, mis- 
guided misinterpretations, while BTP provides 
acres of paper correcting their juvenile mis- 
understandings of the basic concepts of the 
Krishna conscious philosophy and their contin- 
uous defamation of the Acarya, Srila Prabhu- 
pada. Each issue of B7TP has approximately fif- 
teen pages, so including the current issue, over 
1,000 pages of rebuttals debunking the GBC’s 
odious outpourings of contradictions, devia- 
tions and hypocrisy have been printed by the 
IRM! 

Srila Prabhupada states in the Caitanya 
Caritamrta, “When a pure devotee or spiritual 
master speaks, what he says should be accept- 
ed as having been directly spoken by the Su- 
preme Personality of Godhead in the param- 
para system.” Cc. Ant., Ch. 5, v. 71, purport. 

Keep up the good work! 

Yhs,” 

- Pranav Dasa, Portland, USA 
“Thanks for your dedicated work. Much ap- 
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preciated.” 
- Paul Jago, NSW, Australia 

“Thank you very much for your work and 
posting this important information! 

Hare Krishnal!!” 

- Andrey Zadorozhnyuk, Krivoy Rog, Ukraine 

“Keep up the excellent work. 

Hare Krishna. 

Your servant,” 

- Prananatha Dasa, Auckland, New Zealand 

“Hare Krishna, 

All glories to Srila Prabhupada. 

We are a family of devotees living in Aus- 
tralia. We were part of ISKCON for many years 
and have over recent times become discon- 
nected with ISKCON due to us not agreeing 
with the direction they are taking Prabhu- 
pada’s mission. 

We have many devotee friends here that 
are also disheartened by ISKCON’s current 
state. My wife and | are wanting to build a 
Krishna farming community where devotees 
can come and serve Prabhupada’s mission cor- 
rectly. | have done some research on ISKCON 
Revival Movement and am very interested to 
know more and how we can help. 

Vass 
- Dhanesvara Gauranga Dasa, QLD, Australia 

“Continue the good job for Srila Prabhu- 
pada. Om Tat Sat.” 

- Bastien Champagne, Quebec, Canada 

“Hare Krsna, Krishnakant Prabhu, 

| lost all my friends in ISKCON because of 
my association with the IRM, but | still believe 
to this day that the IRM is the only authority 
that exposes the demoniac nonsense being 
pushed by the con-artists-bogus-gurus that 
have taken over Srila Prabhupada’s ISKCON; 
it is his movement and he is the only guru. | 
kept chanting during these past ten years and 
| only kept association with Srila Prabhupada’s 
books, lectures and listened only to his music. 

Throughout the ten years, | checked in with 
your website to keep informed. | have seen 
nothing good occur in ISKCON over the past 
decade. All my former brahmacari acquaint- 
ances in ISKCON have left the movement and 
have nothing to do with Krsna Consciousness 
at all; | tried reconnecting this year with one 
former good friend from ISKCON, who was a 
brahmac4ri, and even though he also left the 
movement, he still adamantly defends his for- 
mer guru and, needless to say, we began to ar- 
gue again like the old days; | have completely 
severed ties for good. | grew up in this move- 
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ment on the periphery with the street-kid dev- 
otees from New York aligned with Cro-Mags’ 
[famous New York punk band ~Ed.] Jayanan- 
da Prabhu. \t has been very difficult to find as- 
sociation in this life; virtually impossible. | have 
been chanting since | was a child and | have 
never stopped. 

| felt obliged to give a brief synopsis of why 
your work to save the movement is invalua- 
ble; | am sure there are devotees throughout 
the world in hiding, cut off from association 
because of horrible experiences in ISKCON. | 
have ironically met former gurukuli kids ran- 
domly on the streets of New York through- 
out life and they have unsolicitedly confid- 
ed in me their personal experiences; running 
into gurukuli kids was commonplace growing 
up, even though those random meetings hap- 
pened on subways and street-corners: they 
would see my neck-beads or bead-bag and 
begin to confide in me their troubles and hurt 
from childhood. Thank you for your service to 
Srila Prabhupada’s movement and to the dev- 
otees around the world trying to make sense 
of how to find their way. 

Hare Krsna, 

Srila Prabhupada Ki Jai.” 
- Liam Devlin, Texas, USA 

“There is and always has been only one 
guru, all others are servants of Srila Prabhu- 
pada.” 
- Radha Kunda Dasi, Florida, USA 

“Thank you a million!” 
- Donald McClelland, Virginia, USA 

“Thank you for sending me a copy of B7P. 
Reading the copy is useful and inspirational in 
my life. 

Yours sincerely,” 
- Kang Simyeong, Daejeon, South Korea 

“Continue to do good work! Hare Krishna!” 
- Ray Parada, New York, USA 

“Keep up informing the devotees of the 
world.” 
- D. Choonilal, Durban, South Africa 

“Thanks Srila Prabhupada, who connected 
us with our root Sri Krsna and we are all part of 
His branches.” 
- Subuddhi Devi Dasi, Ontario, Canada 

“Thank you so much for your B7TP and your 
generosity.” 
- Kel Mcmahon, California, USA 

“Dear Prabhuji, 

Hare Krishna, please accept my humble 
and respectful obeisances!! 

Thank you for your noble purpose that 


& q 


Srila Prabhupada: 
His words the same as Krsna’s 





you’re bringing forward and continue pow- 
ered by the blessings of Srila Prabhupada and 
the Real Gaudiya Vaisnava Sampradaya. 

It’s a duty and a pleasure for me to serve 
Vaisnavas and devotees of the Supreme Lord. 
Good service. 

Jay Vaisnava seva!” 

- Mahadevananda Dasa, Campobasso, Italy 

“Thank you for your valuable service to 
Srila Prabhupada.” 

- Ripavati Devi Dasi, Mumbai, India 

“| have been going through the B7P mag- 
azines for some years now. Please accept my 
congratulations on the marvellous work you 
are doing. There are innumerable bogus gurus 
on whom you have done enormous research 
and investigation.” 

- Dr. Olav Albuquerque, Mumbai, India 

“Hare Krishna, PAMHO, 

| have been receiving my BTP magazine 
and it is so informative, please continue. 

To all those real devotees that are doing 
justices to Srila Prabhupada by producing 
these magazines: thank you, and may Krishna 
and Srila Prabhupada give you the strength to 
continue.” 

- Achuta Dasa, Pietermaritzburg, South Africa 

“Many thanks for your continued support. 
Much appreciated. Hare Krishna.” 

- Peter Sharpe, Bristol, UK 

“Thank you for your devotional service! 

Please accept my humble obeisances!” 
- Anna Ziborova, Riga, Latvia 

“Thank you for your wonderful service.” 
- Elizabeth Wittig, Watford, UK 

“Hello, I’d like to request every book and 
paper you could send to me.| support the IRM 
fully and would love to have all the literatures 
you could send to me.” 

- Connor Miller-Stephen, Edmonton, Canada 

“Good topics.” 

- Bobby Hebert, Hamilton, Canada 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — and be happy! 
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Defence of Radhanath’s Deviations Fail 


Bre has previously exposed the deviations 
and cheating of GBC voted-in guru HH Rad- 
hanath Swami (“RNS”) in regards to promot- 
ing mundane philanthropy, physical yoga and 
other non-Krsna conscious activities (please 
see BTP 49, “Radhanath’s Cheating Mission’). 
We showed clearly how these activities were 
not authorised by Srila Prabhupada. Recently, 
a member of the GBC’s Sastric Advisory Coun- 
cil (“SAC”), Chaitanya Charan Dasa (“CCD”), 
who is also a disciple of RNS, has attempted to 
rebut these points. All quotes in shaded box- 
es are from a presentation CCD broadcast on 
3/12/21. All emphases added. 


Prabhupada has criticised that 









CCD states that RNS engaged in an activ- 
ity- opening a hospital - which Srila Prabhu- 
pada criticised. However, having admitted 
this, he tries to justify RNS opening a hospital 
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Thus, CCD argues that when Srila Prabhu- 
pada criticised so-called spiritual leaders open- 
ing hospitals, he was only referring to Advaitic 
(monistic or impersonalist) missions opening 
hospitals, but that in our own Krsna conscious 
tradition such “compassion” of opening hospi- 
tals is authorised. However, Srila Prabhupada 
was also against opening even ISKCON-run 
hospitals, and thus did not advocate any cir- 
cumstance for ISKCON to be involved in open- 
ing hospitals, period: 

“There are many missionaries, they 
open hospitals or similar philanthropic 
activities, but we never do that. So many 
friends advised me to open some hospitals, 
dispensaries. Oh, | flatly said that “We are 
not interested in the hospitals.” [...] Here is 
spiritual hospital. [...] the other hospitals, 
they cannot stop death [...] We are therefore 
not interested with this kind of hospital.” 
(Srila Prabhupada Lecture, 4/3/75) 

















Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare — 





Thus, in his desperation to justify his guru’s 
deviant behaviour, CCD has cheated his audi- 
ence by presenting clearly false ‘evidence’ of 
what Srila Prabhupada authorised. 


Direct defiance 
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CCD admits that Srila Prabhupada stat- 
ed that we should only focus on bhakti and 
not yoga. However, he then quotes RNS say- 
ing “No” to this and instead RNS says that we 
should actually do the exact opposite of what 
Srila Prabhupada taught. Therefore, CCD also 
explains in this presentation that RNS has in- 
troduced bodily yoga classes at his Ecovillage 
retreat project near Mumbai. 

The argument that “if somebody going 
into yoga, we need to teach yoga”, was actu- 
ally directly put to Srila Prabhupada. A pro- 
posal regarding attracting foreign tourists 
who were interested in yoga was presented 
to Srila Prabhupada. In response, Srila Prabhu- 
pada explicitly forbade appealing to the pub- 
lic through regular bodily yoga classes and in- 
stead compelled the teaching of real yoga as 
taught by Lord Krsna in the Bhagavad-gita: 

Srila Prabhupada: “And then they should 
be given lesson on six or seven verses [of 
Bhagavad-gita] very elaborately, and they will 
hear. [...] Two hours [...]” 

Gopala Krsna: “But now we should not 
teach them any exercise at all?” 

Srila Prabhupada: “This is exercise. If he 
sits down two hours like that, it is more than 
exercise.” 





Gopala Krsna: “But this may not satisfy 
them. They may want to do...” 

Srila Prabhupada: “No, we are not going 
to satisfy them. This is our. This is our process. 
If you want to learn, then we have to learn ac- 
cording to Bhagavad-gita. We are not going to 
flatter you.” 

(Conversation, 27/12/76) 

Hence, Srila Prabhupada wanted the “di- 
rect philosophy”, which RNS’s program avoids 
teaching, to be taught. Thus, CCD has admit- 
ted that RNS’s program is in direct defiance of 
Srila Prabhupada’s teachings. 


Radhanath Swami: 
Deviations not justified 





Srila Prabhupada’s disciples only 


In another presentation, which focuses on 
“Appreciating Radhanath Maharaja’s Exper- 
tise”, CCD claims: 

“So when Prabhupdda was writing a book, 

a_particular in_mind. [ 

Prabhupada always references the spiritual mas- 
ter as singular [...] So that in one sense, Prabhu- 
pada was addressing the situation of his disci- 
ples. At that time in our movement there was 
only one spiritual master, and it’s practically not 
possible to address all possible audiences at the 
same time.” 

(CCD Presentation, 22/12/21) 

CCD states that Srila Prabhupada’s books 
were written based on his being the singular 
spiritual master in ISKCON, and were address- 
ing the situation of “his disciples”. However, 
since even the GBC accepts that Srila Prabhu- 
pada’s books were actually meant to guide 
every devotee in ISKCON for all time - 

“b. Srila Prabhupada’s instructions are the 
essential teachings for every ISKCON devotee.” 
(GBC Resolutions, 1994, ‘Founder-Acarya Statement’) 

—it would mean that ISKCON was only 
ever meant to contain “his disciples”, with Srila 
Prabhupada as its singular spiritual master! 

CCD made the above statement to try to 
justify why it is possible to do things that are 
not taught in Srila Prabhupada’s books. But, in 
trying to do so, he has ‘unwittingly’ preached 
that Srila Prabhupada should be the diksd guru 
of ISKCON, as his books were written specifical- 
ly for that situation! 


Conclusion 


The attempt to defend RNS’s deviations 
has not only failed, but rather it has been con- 
firmed that he preaches direct defiance of 
Srila Prabhupada’s orders. We can also see 
how, when a guru hoaxer deviates from Srila 
Prabhupada, their disciples will try to ration- 
alise the deviation rather than follow Srila 
Prabhupada. 


and be happy! 


www.iskconirm.com 


Gsc member and voted-in guru HH Bhak- 
ti Brnga Govinda Swami (“BBGS”) recently 
preached “jackass” philosophy to his disciples 
(all emphases added): 

“| was speaking to one mahatma in Vrnda- 
vana of how Krsna’s mercy will come to us [...] he 
said, “Even if one’s guru is a jackass, if he serves 
that jackass with absolute love and devotion, 
Krsna‘s mercy will flow through to him.” It was 
like an extreme example, but it was something 
rather poignant [...] and again, Prabhupada 
always gave that example, you know, yasya 
prasadad bhagavat-prasadah yasya prasadad 
na gatih kuto ‘pi, so that’s how this Krsna mer- 











cy will come to us.” 
(BBGS Address to Disciples, 12/1/22) 

In the same Gurvastaka prayer that BBGS 
quotes Srila Prabhupada giving above (“yasya 
prasaddd...”), it states that the qualification of 
the diks@ guru through whom Krsna’s mercy 
flows is actually that he has reached the high- 
est level of spiritual advancement rather than 
being a “jackass”: 

“he is relishing the mellows of pure de- 
votion within his mind [...] he is expert in 
assisting the gopis [...] he is the most confi- 
dential servitor of the Lord” 


(Sri Sri Gurvastaka prayers) 


Jackass rationalisation 


This deviant “jackass” philosophy was 
preached by BBGS just weeks after he engaged 
in some highly inappropriate behaviour. The 
following is an apology that BBGS was forced 
to make after a video recording of him partic- 
ipating in a dance skit in December 2021 sur- 
faced online: 

“Lcan only say that | am terribly, terribly sor- 
ry to you all for having participated in this dance 
skit. It was really inappropriate [...] | deeply [sic] 
sorry that | engaged in the dance skit that has 
disturbed you all. | do realise that it was wrong 
to have done so, and | humbly beg your vaisna- 
va grace to forgive me in the matter.” 

(BBGS Apology Email, 2/1/22) 

The leaked video showed him dressed in 
non-devotee clothing and performing vul- 
gar, sexually suggestive dance moves in front 
of a group containing females. Thus, this was 
indeed “really inappropriate” behaviour, not 
only because he holds the title of a “good as 
God” diksa guru in ISKCON, but also because 
he is supposedly a sannyasi. Therefore, after 
having admitted to and apologised for having 
behaved in a way that some could see as being 
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“Jackass” Guru-Tattva 


like a “jackass”, BBGS preaches that even if the 
guru is a jackass, he should still be served with 
“absolute love and devotion” to get Krsna’s 
mercy. In this way, if his disciples were dis- 
turbed by his behaviour, there would be no 
diminution in their worship of him. 

Continuing with such rationalisation, in 
the same address to his disciples, BBGS also 
stated about himself that: “we experience pain, 
and we experience emotions [...] just like every- 
body else experiences.” 

However, this is simply an admission that 
BBGS is a regular conditioned soul. For, in the 
same way that bona fide diksa@ gurus cannot 
be jackasses, Srila Prabhupada teaches that a 
bona fide diksa guru is on the transcendental 
platform and does not experience material suf- 
fering “just like everybody else experiences”: 

“Narada Muni, Haridasa Thakura and 
similar Gcaryas especially empowered to 
broadcast the glories of the Lord cannot be 


brought down to the material platform.” 
(SB, 7.7.14, purport) 


Equal to Srila Prabhupada 


Despite such admissions of fallen condi- 
tioned soul behaviour, BBGS still claims his po- 
sition is equivalent to that of Srila Prabhupada: 

“For me, the words coming from the lips of 
my spiritual master are my very life and soul, and 
for my disciples that should be, you know, their 
understanding also” 

(BBGS Vyasa-puja Talk, 5/2/22) 

Thus, BBGS states his disciples must relate 
to him exactly how he relates to Srila Prabhu- 
pada, and hence his position as a GBC diksa 
guru is ona par with that of Srila Prabhupada. 


More jackass contributions 


A great preacher of this jackass philosophy 
is HH Bhakti Vikasa Swami (“BVKS”). While 
talking specifically about the GBC gurus such 
as himself, he states: 

GBC guru is not qualified 

“| may not be qualified. | am not qualified, 
but someone has to do it [act as diksa guru].” 
(BVKS Talk, “Guru Issues” - 12, published 3/1/22) 

“it has been prescribed that one must appro- 
priately discipline a spiritual master [...] It may 
come upon the disciple to have the distasteful 
duty to try to rectify the guru himself.” 

(BVKS Talk, “Guru Issues” - 9, published 12/12/21) 

Srila Prabhupada teaches the exact oppo- 
site, that a bona fide guru is never subject to 
discipline or rectification: 
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“It is also an offense to consider an em- 
powered Vaisnava an object of disciplinary 
action. It is offensive to try to give him ad- 
vice or to correct him.” 

(Nectar of Instruction, Text 6, purport) 

GBC gurus can be corrupt 

“So yeah, part of the role of gurus is they're 
supposed to uphold people’s faith in the institu- 
tion, for better or worse, [...] that might require 
almost what could be called hypocrisy, is that we 
keep on trying to bolster people's faith and try to 
make them, ‘yes, give yourself, give yourself” 
(BVKS Talk, “Guru Issues” - 7, published 1/12/21) 

GBC gurus are envious 

“It can be tough being lauded as a great spir- 
itual personality when you have your own inter- 
nal struggles with lust, pride, envy [...] one guru 
may envy another [...] there may be within the 
heart some contamination, doubts which one is 
still struggling with.” 

(BVKS Talk, “Guru Issues” - 7, published 1/12/21) 

However, Srila Prabhupada teaches that 
one who is envious is not even a human be- 
ing, never mind a bona fide guru: 

“Enviousness is immediately disqualifi- 
cation of Vaisnava, immediate. He is not a 
human being.” 

(Srila Prabhupada, Room Conversation, 17/10/75) 





Conclusion 


ISKCON gurus are eager to rationalise how 
useless they can be, so that no matter how 
errant their behaviour, they can still be wor- 
shipped “as good as God”. However, in do- 
ing so, they are simply encouraging us to re- 
ject them for the non-useless, bona fide guru, 
Srila Prabhupada. One who preaches the false 
jackass philosophy that the diksa@ guru can be 
a jackass simply reveals that it is he who is a 
jackass rather than a bona fide, qualified, pure 
diksd guru. 


Please chant Hare Krsna, Hare Krsna, Krsna Krsna, Hare Hare, Hare Rama, Hare Rama, Rama Rama, Hare Hare - and be happy! 





Institutionalising Aeroplane-Tattva 


In last issue’s article “The GBC's Aeroplane Guru-Tattva”, we documented how the GBC introduced a new type of ‘guru-tattva’ wherein the status of 
a diksa guru can be determined by wherever his plane happens to land. The GBC invoked this in the case of one of its voted-in gurus, HH Lokanath 
Swami, allowing him to continue to give initiations and be worshipped as good as God in some countries, while permitting other countries to 
completely avoid him as a potential child sexual abuser. Now, the GBC has gone further with this aeroplane-tattva, by attempting to establish it as 
an institutional principle, which can be used for any resolution the GBC may seek to pass. In its latest Resolutions, the GBC resolved the following: 
“1. The GBC Body may, on exceptional occasions, pass resolutions which may, due to differing cultural norms in certain parts of the world, require 
special attention, and thus the GBC may designate such a resolution as potentially a “culturally sensitive resolution.” 
2. A Regional Governing Body (RGB), or where there is no RGB, an authorized national council with the support of their GBC, or where a national 
council has more than one GBC, a majority of their GBCs, may apply to the GBC Body with a request to modify a culturally sensitive resolution for 
their area/yatra.” 
(GBC Resolution 206.02, 2021, issued 2022, all emphases in article added) 

Thus, they have allowed themselves to create different rules for different places. And, in the same 2021 Resolutions, the GBC exercised this 








new “culturally sensitive” law for the first time in the case of female diksa gurus (“FDG’”): 

“Therefore, the Resolution regarding Vaisnavi Diksd Gurus of 2019, 701.6, ISKCON Spiritual Masters, Vaisnavi Diks@ gurus 2019 is amended and re- 
placed by the following: [...] Vaisnavis are eligible to give diksd within ISKCON [...] this resolution is designated as a “Culturally Sensitive Resolu- 
tion.” [...] Thus, by designating this as a Culturally Sensitive Resolution, the GBC hereby establishes that an RGB or other authorized ISKCON lead- 
ership body as denoted in the above referenced law may opt out of this mandate and choose to not allow any Vaisnavis to initiate within their ju- 
risdiction.” 

(GBC Resolution 701.06, 2021, issued 2022) 

Hence, in proposing to allow some countries to reject FDG - such as ISKCON India, whose leadership vehemently condemns the GBC’s FDG pro- 
gram as unauthorised -while allowing FDG to operate in other countries, the GBC has tried to institutionalise its aeroplane-tattva, where a diksa 
guru can be considered bona fide or non-bona fide based purely on where the pilot of the aeroplane one is in decides to land! 

Although the above mentioned FDG Resolution 701.06 is supposed to be undergoing further review by the GBC before it is implemented, by 
passing Resolution 206.02 which allows “culturally sensitive resolutions”, the GBC has demonstrated that it believes spiritual principles can be al- 
tered simply based on geographical location, given that the very first thing the GBC applied this resolution to was the highly spiritual matter of 











guru-tattva, and who can be a guru. 

But principles are absolute. They either apply or they do not, rather than being subject to where an aeroplane lands. This nonsensical approach 
to dealing with principles was even recognised by ISKCON India, with the ISKCON India Advisory Committee (IIAC)’s Executive Committee stating 
in regards to the vitally important issue of who can be a guru, that: 

“Whereas the IIAC disagrees that this is a Culturally Sensitive issue, but in fact it is a core value of our society, as is vegetarianism. Therefore it is re- 
solved: That considering the division within the society and the lack of satisfactory direction from the GBC the members of the IIAC request the 
Bureau to suspend active relations with the GBC body.” 

(Proposal drafted by IIAC EC, 31/12/21) 

The Bureau is the legal body that controls ISKCON India. And Bureau Vice Chairman Basu Ghosh Dasa also stated that: “this adoption of “cul- 
turally sensitive” is just a smokescreen to try and fool the leaders of ISKCON India.” 

Thus, as shown also on pages 6-7, after Srila Prabhupada’s physical disappearance, ISKCON’s GBC has been a completely spiritually bankrupt 
organisation, with no spiritual principles, that simply makes things up to try to appease different factions (just as we showed it has tried to also 
do in regards to the investigation of HH Lokanath Swami - please see B7P 70, “GBC Politics Case Study”). But, even in trying to do that, the GBC 
is useless, since its “culturally sensitive” concoction was in any case completely rejected by ISKCON India, for whom it was invented to appease! 
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